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Comment on the proposed conservation of Pycinaster magnificus Spencer, 1913 
(Echinodermata, Asteroidea) 

(Case 2564: seeBZN45: 125-126) 

C. W. Wright 

Old Rectory , Seaborough, Beciminster, Dorset DT8 3QY, U.K. 

I write as a specialist in fossil Asteroidea to support the application of G. Breton to 
suppress the name Pentetagonaster dutemplei d’Orbigny, 1850 and to place the name 
Pycinaster magnificus Spencer, 1913 on the Official List. 

Pycinaster magnificus is a species of some stratigraphic importance and it would 
cause confusion if the name dutemplei (a classic case of a nomen oblitum under the 
pre-1973 Code) were to be introduced into the literature. 



Comment on the specific name ( arnouxii Dumeril, 1851 or pelagica Girard, 1857) of a 
Pacific-basin gekkonid lizard 

(Case 2527: see BZN 46: 38-^40) 

Arnold G. Kluge 

Museum of Zoology, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI 48109, U.S.A. 

The object of Zug’s application is to suppress the senior specific name of a common 
Pacific gecko, arnouxii A. Dumeril, 1851, and conserve a junior synonym, pelagica 
Girard, 1857. Zug claims that using arnouxii will introduce an unknown name and 
destabilise nomenclature. I strongly oppose his application on two grounds. 

Firstly, arnouxii is not an unknown name, as the following 26 publications document 
(Dumeril & Dumeril, 1851; Dumeril & Bibron, 1854; Dumeril, 1856; Steindachner, 
1867; Bavay, 1869, 1872; Peters & Doria, 1878; Sauvage, 1878a, 1878b; Boulenger, 
1883, 1885, 1886; Lucas & Frost, 1897; Werner, 1900, 1901; Roux, 1913; Guibe, 1954; 
McCann, 1955; Wermuth, 1965; Iverson, 1978; Kluge, 1983; Gibbons, 1985; Moritz & 
King, 1985; Zug, 1985a, 1985b; Moritz, 1987). The majority of these authors do not 
question arnouxii as a valid taxonomic species. Guibe’s (1 954) catalogue of lizard types 
in the Museum National d’Histoire Naturelle, Paris, is particularly noteworthy. This is 
not a mere list, but a scholarly attempt to judge the validity of the named forms. In 
many cases, Guibe expressed his doubt as to the validity of a species by setting forth its 
synonymy. It is obvious that he treated arnouxii as a distinct species, because he did not 
place it in synonymy. In addition, McCann (1955) doubted the existence of arnouxii in 
New Zealand; however, he did not question its validity as a good species. The number 
and temporal pattern of the citations is not unusual for related species described in the 
mid-nineteenth century. Whether or not New Zealand is the correct type locality is not 
at issue here. 

My second objection to Zug’s application is based on Moritz’s recent research (1987; 
see also Moritz & King, 1 985), which indicates that the populations previously referred 
to as either arnouxii or pelagica consist of a parthenogenetic species and at least two 
bisexual species. The name arnouxii , with New Caledonia as the most likely place of 
origin of the type series (Kluge, 1983), should be applied to the recognised asexual 
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species. The name pelagic a, with Fiji as its type locality, is currently being treated as a 
junior synonym of arnouxii (Moritz, 1987). The type series of arnoaxii (Museum 
National d’Histoire Naturelle, Paris) and pclagica (United States National Museum) 
consist only of females, and they also exhibit the distinctive postmental scale pattern 
typical of the sexual form (C. Moritz, pers. comm.). 

For those who recognise only one species the name arnouxii should apply. For those 
who regard a parthenospecies and one or more bisexual species as distinct then arnouxii 
would apply to the former, and one or more of its junior synonyms that pertain to 
bisexual populations ( arfakianus , cheverti, eboraeensis, heteronotus) are available 
for the latter. In the biologically complex situation at hand, it is not unlikely that 
additional recognisable taxa will be identified within the currently recognised 
parthenospecies (cf. the history of parthenospecies in the lizard genera Cnemidophorus 
and Lacerta). If the Commission were to use its plenary powers to suppress the specific 
name arnouxii , a new name would have to be coined for the New Caledonia partheno- 
species if it were distinguished from the Fiji one. 

The primary goal of the Code of nomenclature is to promote stability and 
universality without in any way restricting freedom of taxonomic thought or action. 
Simply following the Principle of Priority (Article 23) in this case meets these 
demands. 
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